Hoechst 33258 plus pyronin, propidium iodine or DAPI) because the latter can eliminate most of the artefacts associated Dear Sir with use of DNA non-specific stains (9). I read with great interest the research findings of Dr Rajeswari
In conclusion, I suggest that, along with real MN, Rajeswari and co-workers (1). I draw attention to the extremely high et al.
(1) registered artefacts due to the few cells scored and background micronucleus (MN) level in exfoliated buccal the use of Giemsa staining. mucosa cells of untreated cancer patients and their first degree female relatives (3.41 and 1.65%, respectively) compared with References controls (0.27%). This means that in buccal cells of cancer 1. Rajeswari,N., Ahuja,Y.R., Malani,U., Chandrashekar,S., Balakrishna,N., patients and their relatives MN frequencies were 12.6-and Rao,K.V. and Khar,A. (2000) Risk assessment in the first degree female 6.1-fold higher than in control subjects.
relatives of breast cancer patients using the alkaline Comet assay.
Analysis of some recent publications has shown that after only 2.7-3.7 times (2,3) or did not increase significantly (4,5).
3. Pinto,D., Ceballos,J.M., Garcia,G., Guzman,P., Del Razo,L.M., Vera,E., Gomez,H., Garcia,A. and Gonsebatt,E. (2000) and their relatives were 1.4 (6) and 1.7 (7) and between 6. Roy,S.K., Trivedi,A.H., Bakshi,S.R., Patel,R.K., Shukla,P.H., Patel,S.J., relatives and controls was 1.5 (6) (data concerning control 
